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Dear Ma. S.arcya

To

Enclo••d for filing in ~his proceeding, on behalt ot Radio
Call Company, Ino., are an oriqinal and five copies ot COMMENTS.

Plea.e addr... responsive communioationa to the under.igned
at:

Rosenman & Colin
575 Madiaon Avenu.
Hew York, New York 10022

ours,

Company, Inc.

JSBntl
Enclosur.. (6)

No. m~.' rec'd
UstAB, 0
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3. With this (n mind, Radio Call does not oppose the Commission's proposal

r .
i

in this proceeding. HoWever, adoption of the CommiSl;ion's proposal would make
I

I
private carriers the funcJional equivalent of common carriers - without accompanying

f

common carrler.type of ~egulation. This would create competitive unfairness and, for
j

this reason, Radio Call iubmfts that the adoption of the proposal should be
~

accompanied by a corre.ponding liberalization of the Rules affecting, and frequently
j

afflicting, cornmon carrl~rs. There are two areas, in particular, where the Commission's

Rules should be relaxed to enable common carriers generally to compete on an even
I.
I

playing field with pnvatt carriers, namely:

~
(1) USia; SbowF - A usage showina now is required of a common carrier

applicant for additional1requencies for a one-way or a two-way station. This

requirement hobbles an~operator's ability to plan for the future, and is unnecessary to

protect the public interJst. Warehousing more efficiently can be prevented by imposing

penalties on offenders. ~us, if an operator applies for a site, obtains a grant, and does

not build, it should be ~isabled from receiving another Commission authorization for a

prescribed period of tinfe. This "penalty box'" approach would be workable and efficient
j

and would free carriers ~o better serve the public.
t
I

(2) &uomatfc $erational Authority - Automatic operational authority should

bc allowed upon approJ,aJ from a local, industry-bascd Frequency Coordination
,.

Committee .... at least o~ a short-term basis. (Compare 47 CFR 74.24(d) rc: auxiliary

broadcast stations.) Th. processing of applications for new stations should be completed
i

by the expiration of the~&hort-termoperational authority. To accompUsh this. the

Commission sbould S~mIIne the appllcatlon process 00 lbat proeeaslng of commOl1
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Respectfully submitted,

I
I

carrier applications (Whit currently takes about six months), is brought into line with

the expeditious process!· of private carrier applications. In shott, common carriers

should not bc hBmStruni from expanding thcir systcms due to admlnlstrativc delay from

which private carriers~ immune. If the Commission wants common carriers and
1
!

private carriers to comp~te effectively. common carriers cannot have one leg tied
I
I

throughout the competi1on.
!
I

WHEREFORE, Radio Call submits that the Commission should not create an
r

asymmetrical marketplaCe through discrimination, but should act to assure a level

playing field by relaxing!'the Rules applicable to common carriers concurrently with
1

adopting the propp.at i1 this proceeding.

i
!

Rosenman & Colin
575 Madison Avenue
New York, New York 10022

Its Attorneys

Dated: April 12, 1993
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TOTAL P.05


